204 IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

COCP No. 3258 of 2017
DECIDED ON: JULY 08. 2019

RAVINDER KUMAR
..... PETITIONER
VERSUS
ABHISHEK JORWAL

..... RESPONDENT

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AVNEESH JHINGAN.

Present: Mr. L. M. Gulati, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Ashish Yadav, Addl. AG, Haryana.

sk skeskesk

AVNEESH JHINGAN, J (ORAL)

The present contempt petition has been filed alleging wilful
disobedience of the order dated 07.09.2017 passed by this Court in COCP No.
2528 0f 2017. The operational part of the order is reproduced below:-

“Neither any representation has been placed on record by learned
counsel for the petitioner nor any direction has been issued by this
Court vide order dated 14.7.2017 to take action on the
representation. No case is made out for attracting the provisions of
Contempt of Courts Act. However, the petitioner is at liberty to
move detailed representation to the competent authority I.e.
Superintendent of Police, Ambala within a period of four weeks
Jfrom today. In case such representation is moved by the petitioner
within the stipulated period, the respondent is directed to take
action thereupon in accordance with law within a period of one

month thereafter.”
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Respondents have filed the reply. Along-with the reply an inquiry
report dated 04.01.2018 has been annexed.

Learned State counsel states that the order of this Court has been
complied with and the present petition has been rendered infructuous.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the inquiry has not
been conducted properly and petitioner is aggrieved of the inquiry report.

In view of the above, the order of this Court has been complied
with, no further order is required to be passed in contempt petition.

Disposed of, as infructuous. The rule issued against the respondent
is hereby discharged.

However, it is clarified that still if any grievance survives with
regard to the inquiry report, petitioner would be at liberty to avail remedies as
are available in accordance with law.

JULY 08, 2019 (AVNEESH JHINGAN)
sham JUDGE

Whether speaking/reasoned Yes/No
Whether reportable Yes/No
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